This paper reports on studies of second language acquisition in two domains, phonology and syntax. The phenomena investigated were the acquisition by native speakers of Hindi, Japanese, and Korean of two areas of English: in phonology, the mastery of particular syllable onset clusters, and in syntax, the acquisition of the binding patterns of reflexive anaphors. Both these areas are ones for which multi-valued parameters have been posited to account for the range of variation across natural languages. The paper presents evidence that acquisition in these two areas is quite similar: at a certain stage of acquisition learners seem to arrive at a parameter setting that is midway between the native and the target language settings. This effect occurs both when the target language employs a less marked setting than the native language and when the target language setting is more marked than that of the native language.
I Introduction
This paper deals with two basic questions in second language acquisition. The first question concerns the relative importance of markedness, defined in terms of a set of parameters and parameter settings given by Universal Grammar (UG), and transfer, defined as the carrying over of the Ll parameter setting into the L2. The second issue is the question of whether the same principles drive the acquisition of both phonology and syntax -that is, whether transfer and markedness play similar or very different roles in the acquisition of different components of a second language grammar. We will present evidence that acquisition in these two areas is quite similar: at a certain stage of acquisition learners seem to arrive at a parameter setting that is midway between the native and the target language settings. This process involves transfer, in that the parameter setting of the Ll is apparently the starting point, and markedness, in that learners' errors reflect the markedness hierarchy implicit in the parameter settings: learners master less marked constructions earlier. The similarity between our results in the phonology and syntax contradicts the assumption that is implicit in much work -and explicitly argued for in some' -that transfer is a far more important factor in phonology than in syntax.
We report on studies in two domains: the acquisition of onset clusters in syllables, and the acquisition of principles of reflexive binding. Both are areas where multi-valued parameters have been posited to account for the range of variation across natural languages. The various settings associated with these parameters define a subset relation: the more marked settings include the constructions permitted by each less marked setting. We assume, following the work of Berwick (1985) , Wexler and Manzini (1987) , and others that in first language acquisition, the initial setting of a parameter is the most restrictive setting. Resetting of a parameter to a more marked setting is triggered by exposure to positive evidence (that is, by exposure to constructions outside the subset defined by the more restrictive setting). This assumption, Berwick' s Subset Principle on Learnability, makes explicit the connection between markedness and learnability. In second language acquisition, our results reveal effects of both markedness (defined in terms of the subset relation among parameter settings) and transfer (defined in terms of the native language parameter settings). In both the phonological and the syntactic domains, , the evidence suggests that learners have neither retreated to the unmarked setting for a given parameter nor transferred the setting of their native language wholesale; instead, responses tended to cluster around a parameter setting intermediate in markedness between those of the native and the target languages. This effect occurs both when the target language employs a less marked setting than the native language (as in the acquisition of the English setting for the Governing Category Parameter (GCP), which fixes the binding domain for reflexive anaphors), and when the target language setting is more marked than that of the native language (as The SSG restricts the order of consonants in syllable onsets, while the number and type of consonants in an onset is restricted by requiring a certain distance in sonority between adjacent onset consonants. In English, for example, an obstruent may be followed by a liquid or glide -segments which are farther away from obstruents on the sonority hierarchy -but not by a nasal, which is closer in sonority. To account for cross-language variation in possible consonant combinations, Selkirk (1982) and Steriade (1982) (Lovins 1975 These results, then,, are suggestive with respect to the question of how parameters are set (or reset) in second language acquisition. If we assume that the L2 learner simply carries over the setting of the L1, we would expect a learner whose Ll has a less complex syllable structure than the L2 to simplify all and only those syllables that are more complex than those allowed in the L 1. These learners, however, simplified only the more marked of the new onset types, rather than simply transferring the onset constraints of the native language. If, on the other hand, the learner retreats to the unmarked setting regardless of Ll parameter setting, we would expect that even syllable types allowed in the L1 would be simplified. White (1985a, 1985b, and  elsewhere) has argued explicitly against the latter position in terms of the acquisition of second language syntax, but one study of the acquisition of second language phonology (Tarone 1980) knowledge, no natural language includes an anaphor with this sort of binding pattern.)
However, the Hindi speakers, whose native language shows the binding patterns exemplified by the interlanguage of the subjects of the preceding paragraph, setting (7c) (Dunlap 1985) 
